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COMMENTS ON STATEMENT OF REASONS FOR ALLOWANCE 

United States Patent and Trademark Office 
PO Box 1450 

Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 
Dear Sir: 

In response to the Examiner's statement of reasons for allowance, which statement was 
made in the Notice of Allowability mailed on November 18, 2003, Applicant makes the 
following comments: 

Applicant disagrees with the Examiner's statement to the extent there is any implication 
that the patentability of any of the current claims is founded on the recitation of one or a few 
features. Rather, it is the overall combination of features recited in each claim that makes each of 
the current claims patentable. For example, allowed Claim 1 recites: 



1. A reagentless whole-blood analyte detection system capable of being 
deployed near a patient comprising: 

a source capable of emitting a beam of radiation comprising a spectral band 
having a center wavelength; 

a detector in an optical path of the beam; 

a housing configured to house the source and the detector; and 

a sample element situated in the optical path of the beam and configured to be 
filled with a sample, the sample element comprising: 

a sample cell wall that does not eliminate transmittance of the radiation in the 
spectral band; and 
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a sample cell; 

further comprising a filtering system in the optical path of the beam, the filtering 
system configured to transmit the spectral band of radiation; 

wherein the filtering system is configured to transmit radiation at least at about 
one of the following center wavelengths: 4.2 urn, 5.25 um, 6.12 um, 7.4 um, 8.0 urn, 
8.45 um, 9.25 um, 9.65 um, 10.4 um, 12.2 um. 

Claim 1 is allowable because the overall combination of features recited therein is 
patentable, and not simply due to the inclusion of one or a few features. 

Regarding the Examiner's paraphrasing of the claims in his comments, Applicant notes 
that the Examiner's language is not accurate with respect to each of the independent claims. 
Accordingly, Applicant disagrees with the Examiner's comments to the extent that there is any 
inaccurate paraphrasing which does not reflect the allowed claims, and to the extent that there is 
any implication that the scope or meaning of the claims is something other than that defined by 
the claims' specific language. 

Applicant further notes that the dependent claims are patentable not only because they 
depend from allowable base claims, but also because they recite further novel and non-obvious 
combinations of features or acts. 
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